
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3263 May 12, 2011 
A study done by one of the think 

tanks came up with the number that 
America spends about 17 percent of its 
total defense budget protecting the 
flow of oil out of the Middle East. So 
you can add that to the deficit. That is 
over $100 billion a year that we spend 
of our tax money to protect the flow of 
oil, not only for us, but for the rest of 
the world. 

We need to build a domestic energy 
system not based on carbon-based 
fuels, but rather the future energy, all 
of the clean green technologies, nu-
clear and others, that will provide us 
with the energy security we need. 

In doing so, each and every one of 
those, if we spend our tax dollars on 
buying American-made systems, will 
come back, just as you say, and build 
our communities stronger along the 
way. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We had a group in 
Cleveland, Ohio, do a study a few years 
back that, if you added in that cost, 
the 17 percent of our military budget 
that protects the oil lines, supply lines 
for oil all over the world, the actual 
cost of a gallon of gas would be another 
$1, $1.50, because of the subsidy. It’s an-
other subsidy to make oil come here. 

All we are saying is pump that 
money back into the research. Some-
body in this country will come up with 
some synthetic, some magical some-
thing or other that will replicate diesel 
fuel. It will happen if we put the money 
into it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. It is actually al-
ready there. It is called advanced 
biofuels, algae-based fuels, everything 
from cosmetic oils to fuel for the Navy 
ships. So we can do these things. But, 
again, it is how we deploy our re-
sources. 

We have about 5 minutes, and we are 
going to do a lightning round between 
the three of us. I am going to turn to 
Mr. TONKO. 

b 1720 
Mr. TONKO. I would just encourage 

us here in Washington on the Hill as we 
develop policy and debate budgets to 
keep in mind the history that should 
be replicated, sound history, history 
that had a proven track record, like 
that of the global race on space. 

Some of us are old enough to have 
been youngsters or adolescents when 
that message, that very noble vision, of 
President JFK and his offering in an 
inaugural address that we are going to 
win the race on space, the global race 
on space, and land a person first on the 
Moon. And it was more than that po-
etry of landing the first astronaut on 
the Moon, that happened to be an 
American, and his quote of ‘‘one small 
step for man, one giant step for man-
kind.’’ It went well beyond that. It was 
this opening of the gates to technology 
that then invaded every sector of our 
economy, all aspects of life. And it was 
that technology investment that grew 
because of the soundness of a plan that 
enabled us to win a global race. 

Now, that was done with passionate 
resolve and a thoughtfulness and a 

clear vision. We need to embrace that 
sort of American spirit, that pioneer 
spirit in this present moment and re-
peat good history, sound history, that 
grew our economy. I think we can do it 
and I believe we can do it, and Make It 
in America is the way to make it all 
happen. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Give him a 
minute of my time. He’s from Pennsyl-
vania. He can’t help it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I look up and find 
another colleague here. We have just a 
few moments left. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from California. I come from a 
region of the country, western Penn-
sylvania, bordering my friend from 
Ohio, and I was listening to the debate, 
and I just wanted to talk about this 
same issue. 

This is the key to our recovery and 
our continued leadership and innova-
tion in this country because, as we 
have seen in western Pennsylvania and 
all across this country, the American 
worker is going to compete and win on 
a level playing field against anybody in 
the world any day of the week. We just 
want to make sure that we have a tax 
policy that is in place, a trade policy 
that is in place, and a manufacturing 
and jobs policy that is in place that is 
going to allow the American worker 
that level playing field to compete and 
win against the rest of the world. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. As a great exam-
ple, your colleague next to you there 
has a piece of legislation that calls for 
fairness in the financial markets, the 
value of the dollar versus the value of 
the Chinese yuan. Mr. RYAN, you have 
put it out there. You say it has to be 
fair. Wrap it for us. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It is clearly cur-
rency manipulation. Here is the deal: 
Chevron, $19 million refunded from the 
IRS last year. They made $10 billion. 
Valero Energy, 25th largest company in 
America, $68 billion in sales last year; 
they got a $157 million tax refund 
check subsidized by the taxpayer. 

If we are going to do this, we need 
shared sacrifice. We need everybody to 
contribute, especially those people 
making a lot of money, to help us rein-
vest. These folks are benefiting from 
an old-age industry—that we are run-
ning out of oil. It only makes sense. It 
went into the ground for 4 billion 
years. We pulled it out in 150 years, and 
we are burning it. Something is hap-
pening. It is an old industry and we are 
subsidizing it. We need to be Americans 
who invest in the next great tech-
nology to lead the world. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. And indeed we 
will. Over the weeks and months ahead, 
we are going to talk about the Make It 
in America agenda, the legislation that 
has been introduced by the Democratic 
Caucus here in the House of Represent-
atives. There are about 25 pieces of leg-
islation, ranging from the ones that we 
talked about here, using our tax money 
when we buy solar equipment, make 
sure it is made in America. A bus, if 
you are going to use our tax money, 

make sure where it is made. Innova-
tion, the innovation economy, all of 
those things. This is legislation that 
we have, infrastructure financing and 
all the rest. We are going to talk about 
it piece by piece. 

I thank my colleagues for joining us. 
I have the sense that behind me we are 
about to be gaveled that we are out of 
time. I want to thank the American 
public for listening to the Make It in 
America agenda. 

f 

AMERICAN JOBS AND THE 
NATIONAL DEBT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. GRIFFIN) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to the 
American people for watching today. 

I wanted to talk with my colleagues 
here today about jobs, how we create 
jobs in America, and what we are going 
to do about our national debt. We have 
a spending problem in America, and we 
have heard a lot from our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle. They have 
been talking about jobs bills. I heard 
someone say that we haven’t passed 
any legislation or taken up any legisla-
tion in this House that addresses jobs. 
Well, that puzzles me. Maybe they have 
been absent, but it seems to me since I 
arrived here in January, we have been 
focused on jobs, and I just want to give 
a few examples. 

Number one, this week we have been 
working on energy legislation that will 
open up drilling, open up drilling in 
parts of the country where right now it 
is prohibited. Those will be jobs. Those 
are jobs, good-paying jobs in the en-
ergy sector. Not only will that allow 
for the creation of jobs; it will allow 
for our country to be more energy inde-
pendent. 

We have taken up all sorts of legisla-
tion regarding health care since I have 
been here. We voted to repeal and to 
work on some legislation to replace the 
Obama health care law. Well, I talk to 
small businesses, business owners, all 
the time, and they tell me that the 
Obama health care law hurts them; 
that because of the increased price that 
they have to pay, that they can’t hire 
as many people. That is a piece of leg-
islation that directly addresses job cre-
ation. 

There was a provision that a lot of 
small businesses will tell you about; it 
was a 1099 provision that was included 
in the Obama health care law. We re-
pealed that. We were fortunate enough 
to convince the Senate to pass it and 
the President to sign it. 

I am joined by my colleague from In-
diana. I want to say this, and then I am 
going to turn it over to him. Every 
time that we deal with our spending 
problem in this House, every time that 
we deal with our debt problem and our 
deficit, every time that we try to get 
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our fiscal house in order and make this 
government live within its means, the 
way folks back in Arkansas do, where 
they live within a budget, every time 
we do that we are creating a better en-
vironment in this country for job cre-
ation. 

So don’t let anyone tell you that 
there is the issue of the spending and 
the debt and then there is the issue of 
the jobs. They are all one issue. They 
are all one. If we want to see the kind 
of innovation and job creation that we 
are accustomed to in this country, if 
we want to see it continue, if we want 
to continue to be the leader in innova-
tion and technological advancement 
and job creation, we better deal with 
our spending problem, or we are not 
going to see that kind of job creation. 

Furthermore, if we don’t deal with 
the debt, and we have a debt crisis, we 
are going to see job losses that will 
make what happened in September of 
2008 pale in comparison. 

I want to yield to my colleague from 
Indiana. 

Mr. ROKITA. I thank my friend from 
Arkansas, TIM GRIFFIN. I know we are 
going to talk about Medicare, and we 
are going to talk about the debt ceil-
ing, but I want to thank you for rising 
to address what has happened on the 
House floor this very last hour, because 
what you say is absolutely the truth. 
And if we have to, my friend, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas, as new Mem-
bers keep speaking truth to power, 
then we will do that. 

But the fact of the matter is every 
time, every time the government con-
fiscates the property of the American 
people, which is their money, you are 
exactly right, you take away their 
freedom, their property, their ability 
to invest that dollar as they see fit. 
And when that private sector money is 
in the hands of a small business or a 
large business, an ice cream shop or an 
oil company, they have a better oppor-
tunity and know better what to do 
with that dollar in terms of invest-
ment, in terms of growing the govern-
ment, than any government bureaucrat 
or anyone on the floor of the House 
ever can. 

I don’t understand, Mr. Speaker, why 
every other industrialized nation on 
the face of this Earth understands that 
when you pull a lump of coal from the 
ground, when you take some oil from 
the ground, when you exploit in the 
best sense of that word our natural re-
sources, you create wealth. 

b 1730 

You raise the standard of living for 
all involved. Why is one party in this 
country so masochistic that they can’t 
understand that? 

Thank you for your time. 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I thank 

the gentleman from Indiana. 
I was thinking about some of what I 

heard, Mr. Speaker, a few minutes ago. 
I think that my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle believe that if 
you leave the lid on a full cookie jar, 

that means you’re out of cookies. I 
would say to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, just because we 
have banned drilling and exploration 
for natural gas and for oil on the east 
coast and the west coast and Alaska 
and the gulf, just because we’ve banned 
it doesn’t mean we’re out of it. Just be-
cause you leave the top on the cookie 
jar doesn’t mean you have run out of 
cookies. 

You have got to actually take spe-
cific steps to develop energy. We are an 
energy-rich Nation. I happen to believe 
in an all-of-the-above policy. I think 
we ought to be pursuing renewable en-
ergy, wind, and solar. But at the same 
time we ought to be pursuing natural 
resources that we can use right now. 
Natural gas. We have a lot of it in Ar-
kansas, and we would love to continue 
developing it. It’s interesting to me 
that at a time when this administra-
tion put obstacles up to energy devel-
opment in the gulf and elsewhere 
around the United States that would 
help us be more energy independent, at 
the same time they were encouraging 
energy production in foreign countries. 
It makes no sense. 

I now yield to my friend from Indi-
ana, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STUTZMAN. Thanks to my col-
league from Arkansas. I appreciate his 
comments and what he is saying, and I 
agree with him wholeheartedly. I can 
tell you as a small business owner from 
Indiana, coming from a family farm 
background and having a small truck-
ing operation, all of the talk here on 
this floor and in Washington doesn’t 
make a lot of sense to a lot of Hoosiers. 
Growing up in the agricultural indus-
try, it’s hard work. And I know that 
my granddad and my father and other 
family members, my brothers, they’re 
all willing to work hard. But I can tell 
you what: When the government makes 
it difficult, it’s tough to go out there 
and say, I’m going to keep doing it. 
When the government comes in and 
says, We’re going to make it harder for 
you to do your business, you start 
thinking twice, Do I really want to do 
what I love to do. 

Who creates jobs? Is it the govern-
ment? I know some in this town believe 
that the government creates jobs. Well, 
how do they create that job? They take 
your dollar, my dollar, they collect it 
in taxes, and then they put it in a pot, 
and then we have this large entity we 
call Congress and bureaucracies, and 
our Federal Government decides we’re 
going to pick and choose what type of 
jobs we’re going to create. We’re going 
to take those dollars that we’ve col-
lected from the hardworking taxpayer 
and create a job. 

Well, that’s not creating wealth. The 
folks in my district who build cars, 
they build steel, RVs, and medical de-
vices that help enhance the quality of 
life. Agriculture. Boats. We’re one of 
the largest manufacturing districts in 
the country. That’s where wealth is 
created. That is where jobs are created. 
The government doesn’t build any of 

that stuff. And they shouldn’t. They 
can’t do it as well as what the private 
sector can. But what the government 
does is spend money. That’s why our 
jobs are looking somewhere else—be-
cause of the threat of higher taxes, the 
threat of regulation. 

We’ve got the EPA that comes in. 
Most of the folks that come into our 
office since I’ve been elected to Con-
gress—this last year, I would say 90 
percent of them come in and start talk-
ing about the regulation that the EPA 
and the enforcement attitude that the 
EPA has on our small businesses. How 
can any small business grow to be a big 
business if they’re going to continually 
be hampered by our own government? 
FDA, OSHA mandates. We’re going to 
be talking about Medicare. What is 
that going to look like in the future? 
And taxes. 

We hear our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle talk about the way 
government can grow business. The 
best way is to get out of the way. Right 
now, America has the highest cor-
porate income tax in the industrialized 
world. Look at the other countries, 
whether Japan, Greece. All these other 
countries are finally figuring out be-
cause of just natural economic laws 
that you can’t spend more money than 
you take in. Why would we want to 
raise taxes even more when people are 
starting to say, I’m out of here. I’m 
tired of doing business here. I don’t 
think my dollar is safe in this country. 
And they’re going to start taking their 
money overseas. That’s why our jobs 
are leaving. 

I believe it’s important that we have 
a flattened tax policy—one that is fair 
to everybody across the country, one 
that is not going to pick and choose 
winners. 

I appreciate what you’re saying be-
cause jobs are not created by the gov-
ernment, they’re created by Americans 
just like Henry Ford. The government 
didn’t subsidize Henry Ford in creating 
the combustion engine. They didn’t go 
out and subsidize Henry Ford in cre-
ating the Ford Motor Company. How 
many other small businesses started? 
So many American businesses started 
in a garage or somebody’s shop and 
grew into some of the greatest compa-
nies in the world. But our government 
now wants to go in and make it more 
difficult for them and for small busi-
nesses. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s comments. 

My colleague from Indiana was just 
talking about competitiveness. The 
question is, How do we compete? What 
is competitiveness? Well, we have to 
start with the premise that the private 
sector is the primary job creator in 
this country. They’re not just the pri-
mary job creator—they’re the primary 
innovator. They are the primary source 
of technological advancement. And 
that leads to jobs. So the question is, 
Do we want businesses to be attracted 
to our country or do we want them to 
flee our country? That’s the question. 
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That’s the question of competitiveness. 
I want to live in an America that is at-
tractive to job creators. 

You can talk about big business; can 
you talk about small business, you can 
talk about mom-and-pop shops. You 
don’t even have to define each size 
business; they’re all job creators. We’ve 
got in my district, the Second District 
of Arkansas, we’ve got all sorts of job 
creators. And I love them all equally. 
We’ve got small businesses, we’ve got 
Hewlett Packard, we’ve got Cater-
pillar. They all create jobs. When busi-
nesses look for a home somewhere on 
this planet, we want them to look at 
the United States and say, That’s 
where I want to do business. I can do 
better there. My labor will be rewarded 
there. The taxes are not so burdensome 
there. The regulations don’t crush my 
business there. That’s where oppor-
tunity is. That’s the America that 
we’re trying to create. 

b 1740 

The gentleman from Indiana ref-
erenced some of the conversations he 
has had with constituents. I have them 
every day. They come in my office and 
they say, This agency is not working 
with me; it’s working against me. This 
part of government is an obstacle. Can 
you help me? Can you help me break 
through so that I can just do my busi-
ness and create jobs and make a living? 

That’s ultimately the America that 
we’re talking about. 

Since we’re talking about competi-
tiveness and we’re talking about jobs, 
that ultimately, as some of us were 
talking about earlier, leads us to a con-
versation about debt. 

I would now yield to my friend and 
colleague from Arkansas (Mr. 
WOMACK). 

Mr. WOMACK. I thank the gentleman 
from Arkansas. I appreciate his leader-
ship and his friendship and his service 
to our great State, the great State of 
Arkansas. 

I am thrilled that we’re having the 
conversation that we’re having here, 
late in the day, regarding these types 
of issues that in my strongest opinion 
are impacting our ability to create 
jobs; and that’s the prize that we all 
keep our eye on here in these Chambers 
is what can we do to strengthen our ca-
pacity to put people back to work, be-
cause I think at the end of the day 
that’s exactly what people elected us 
to do last November is to come up here 
and change this climate, change this 
culture and put the entrepreneur back 
in charge, because that’s where job cre-
ation comes from. 

A couple of points before I go to some 
notes that I brought specifically for 
this afternoon’s presentation, and that 
is that this cloud of uncertainty that 
continues to hover over the economy of 
the United States of America is influ-
enced by a number of things, but let 
me just take two or three of them. 

The threat of higher taxes, and not 
just the threat of higher taxes but the 
relationship of the threat of higher 

taxes to the issues of the deficit and 
the debt. I made these comments not 
too long ago on this very floor, that in 
private business, in business in general, 
your debt is usually tied to your assets, 
the assets of the company. Most 
businesspeople get that. But in govern-
ment, your debt is tied to your capac-
ity to increase taxes. So this debt and 
deficit issue that we continue to strug-
gle with as a country and the prospect 
of that debt continuing to rise—and 
not too long from now we’re going to 
have a vote on increasing the statutory 
limit on debt—influences, I think con-
tributes to, this cloud of uncertainty 
that leads a prospective entrepreneur, 
a prospective job creator, to not do 
what that person would like to do, even 
with trillions of dollars sitting on the 
balance sheets of corporate America, 
the hesitancy to create these jobs in-
fluenced by the threat of higher taxes. 

And then I think also, fundamental 
to this cloud of uncertainty, as I call 
it, continuous overregulation by this 
government, that the prospective job 
creator cannot compute the input costs 
associated with more government regu-
lation. Notice I haven’t even men-
tioned the impact of the health care 
law, ObamaCare, as we call it. It’s hard 
to compute the input costs of this 
health care law. And then more re-
cently, the threat of higher energy 
prices and a flawed, if not almost non-
existent, energy policy of this adminis-
tration. 

Just think about it. You’re a prospec-
tive job creator, you’ve got an idea, 
you’re a creative person, you want to 
live the American Dream, but standing 
in your way between your dream and 
your capacity to do something cre-
atively and resourcefully, to put people 
to work, to contribute to society, are 
things like higher taxes, more govern-
ment regulation and red tape, the im-
pact of when I hire these people, the 
impact of ObamaCare, and then on top 
of all of that, the price at the pump 
and higher energy prices. I just don’t 
see why the other side cannot under-
stand why we’re not creating jobs, why 
we continue to hover at the 9 percent 
level on unemployment. 

Just a couple of weeks ago, we passed 
on this floor a budget for 2012, and in 
that budget immediately, before the 
ink was dry, we were being criticized 
because of what we were trying to do 
and what I believe is the reasonable ap-
proach to solving our Nation’s fiscal 
problems, and that is finally delving 
into something that nobody ever want-
ed to touch, and that’s the entitlement 
programs, the mandatory spending side 
of the house, where most of the money 
is. 

I just want to make a couple of these 
comments as it concerns Medicare, be-
cause I heard back from my constitu-
ents. A tele-town hall meeting the 
other night, the first phone call I got 
from Bella Vista, Arkansas, was a gen-
tleman worried because he had heard 
that we were attempting to take his 
Medicare away. In 1965 when that pro-

gram was created, baby boomers were 
teenagers, and now 10,000 baby boomers 
a day enter qualification for Medicare. 
When Medicare was created in 1965, the 
life expectancy of a human being was 
around 70, a little younger. Today it’s 
close to 80 years of age. Medicare 
spending is growing at an 
unsustainable rate of 7.2 percent every 
year. Seniors are already facing access 
issues. 

Think about this. Under the current 
system, one in three primary doctors 
are limiting Medicare patients. One in 
eight are forced to deny Medicare pa-
tients altogether. If the Medicare pro-
gram is allowed to continue without 
any change at all, the Congressional 
Budget Office projects it goes bankrupt 
in 9 years. Basically, if we allow Medi-
care to maintain the status quo, Medi-
care collapses. 

So we’re leading. Our conference is 
leading. We’re taking mandatory 
spending and entitlement programs 
and we’re deciding that we’re going to 
throw our cards down on the table. 
We’re going to do something about it. 

The plan that we voted to approve 
just a couple of weeks ago preserves, 
protects Medicare for those 55 and 
over, not just those drawing Medicare 
but those nearing retirement, people 
that have planned their lives around 
that program. We don’t change that for 
those people. That needs to be said. It 
needs to be repeated over and over 
again. But again we get demagogued 
about it because, at the surface level, 
it sounds like we’re trying to just take 
it away. Let me repeat again. Those 55 
and older, not affected by the proposed 
reforms that we support. 

Starting in 2022, new Medicare bene-
ficiaries would be enrolled in the same 
kind of health care program that I 
have, that my colleague from Arkansas 
has, and my other colleagues who have 
spoken here tonight. Future Medicare 
recipients would be able to choose from 
a list of guaranteed coverage options 
and they’d be given the ability to 
choose a plan that works best for them. 
It’s not a voucher system. It’s premium 
support. No money changes hands be-
tween the government and the indi-
vidual. It’s modeled after what Mem-
bers of Congress and Federal employees 
already have. 

The reforms are designed to decrease 
the fraud within the system and re-
quires congressional oversight by re-
quiring transparent pricing and min-
imum benefit and quality standards 
and instituting more competitive 
forces. My friends, that’s what the free 
enterprise system is about, and I be-
lieve if it has worked for 235 years of 
this great country, it should be also 
the way forward. 

Let me finish by saying this. Like 
my colleague from Arkansas, he and I 
came in as freshmen together on Janu-
ary 5 in these hallowed Chambers. We 
didn’t come here to do nothing. We 
didn’t come here to kick the old can 
down the road, to ignore the facts. We 
came here to act with dispatch and 
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make a difference for our country. 
That’s why I’m pleased to join my col-
leagues here of our great freshman 
class in providing this information to 
the American public. It’s not only what 
we were elected to do; it is our moral 
duty to do it and to do it as soon as we 
can and to do it with the sense of pur-
pose that I think defines the 112th Con-
gress. 

b 1750 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you to my colleague from Arkansas. 

Mr. Speaker, my colleague makes a 
great point, and I think what we’ve 
been talking about here over the last 
few minutes is that the jobs issue is 
not separate from the debt issue. We 
have to deal with the debt in order to 
create an environment in this country 
that attracts business and where jobs 
can be created. 

I want to take just a second here. 
We’ve heard a lot about Medicare and 
about the debt; and I think it’s impor-
tant to emphasize here, as this chart 
shows, that of our yearly spending, 
well over half is what we call manda-
tory spending. That is spending that 
doesn’t have to be renewed every year, 
spending that’s in the books, in the 
law. It just happens. That includes So-
cial Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. 
The bad news is, if we do nothing to 
this big chunk here called Medicare, we 
do nothing, Medicare goes bankrupt. 

This next chart shows that in just a 
couple of decades, the entire Federal 
budget at this point right here, the en-
tire Federal budget will be consumed 
by Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Se-
curity. 

What does all this tell us? Well, it 
tells us a couple of things. Number one, 
we have to do something to reform our 
system so that we don’t have a crisis; 
and, number two, it tells us that if we 
don’t reform Medicare, it goes away. It 
no longer exists. 

I tell folks all the time when they 
say, well, you’re going to try to end 
Medicare as we know it, and I say, 
whoa, whoa, whoa, Medicare as we 
know it ends itself in just a short num-
ber of years. It ends itself. And I say to 
my friends when they mention some-
thing like that, I say, well, if someone 
really wanted to harm Medicare, they 
wouldn’t propose a bold reform to save 
it. They would just quietly do nothing 
because if you quietly do nothing, you 
kick the can a little further down the 
road, Medicare goes bankrupt. With no 
action, Medicare goes bankrupt. 

What would that look like? Well, it 
would look a lot like the President’s 
plan. I don’t believe that the President 
wants to harm Medicare, but I’m cer-
tain that he’s failed to take the steps 
necessary to save it. What would a plan 
look like that harms Medicare? It 
would look like the President’s plan, a 
plan, a budget that doubles our debt in 
five and triples it in 10 and does noth-
ing to save Medicare. It’s silent on that 
and on Medicaid and on Social Secu-
rity. 

I would like to yield now to the gen-
tleman from Arizona. Thank you for 
joining us. 

Mr. QUAYLE. I thank the gentleman 
from Arkansas for yielding and for 
talking about these important issues, 
and one thing that I do want to talk 
about is something you just said: kick-
ing the can down the road. We can no 
longer afford to do that because every 
year we do not address and solve the 
problems related to our mandatory 
spending, they add close to $10 trillion 
each year to our unfunded liabilities. 
Those are the liabilities that are going 
to be put on the backs of our children 
and our grandchildren. So kicking the 
can down the road is no longer an op-
tion. 

Now, I want to get back to something 
the gentleman from Arkansas talked 
about earlier, and that is about making 
America competitive in the global 
marketplace. We live in a global econ-
omy. Nothing is going to change that, 
but what America has to do and what 
we have to do here in the House is to 
make America the most competitive 
country on the face of the Earth. We 
need to make America the best place 
and the safest place to do business, and 
that’s what we were charged to do 
when we came in in this 112th Con-
gress, and that’s what we’ve been doing 
from day one. 

Because when we came in here, we 
said we were going to do two things. 
We were going to get the American 
people back to work by creating jobs 
and pro-growth economic policies, and 
we were going to rein in our out-of-con-
trol Federal spending. And we’ve been 
doing that. 

Since day one, week by week, we 
have been addressing our problem with 
out-of-control government spending. 
Sometimes it was millions of dollars 
here, other times it’s billions, and still 
other times it’s been trillion dollars of 
savings to be able to make our country 
prosperous again. That right there is 
the charge of my generation and our 
generation to return America’s pros-
perity. That’s what we’re doing here in 
the House. That’s what the Republican 
House majority has been doing since 
day one of the 112th Congress. 

One of the things that we did just a 
few weeks ago was we passed a 2012 
budget plan that sets our fiscal course 
on the right path. It sets us up so that 
we will have that prosperity, so that 
the crushing burden of government 
spending is not passed on to future gen-
erations. Immediately, practically be-
fore the vote was even cast, we heard 
from our friends on the other side of 
the aisle that we were starting to end 
Medicare as we know it. Funny thing 
how short their memory is, because 
Medicare as we know it was actually 
ended by the previous Congress when 
they passed ObamaCare. 

And Medicare as we know it was 
ended in two different ways. First, they 
took over $500 billion out of Medicare 
to fund their government takeover of 
health care, and the second thing and 

the most dangerous thing that they did 
was they established the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board. What this is, 
a lot of people don’t really know what 
it is, but it’s a bureaucratic 15-person 
panel that will actually determine how 
we are going to provide health care to 
our seniors. Now, these are not elected 
officials, these are appointed by the 
President, and they will be making de-
cisions on how to reduce our Medicare 
costs by actually preventing certain 
treatments to our patients, to our sen-
iors. This will get in the middle of the 
doctor-patient relationship, which is 
one of the most important relation-
ships that there is. We need to have the 
trust between our doctors and patients 
and not taking dictates from a 15-per-
son panel of bureaucrats here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

The great thing is that there’s really 
no oversight. Now, Congress can go in 
and say, well, we don’t agree with the 
independent advisory board, but you 
know what it takes, it takes an act of 
two-thirds majority in the House to 
override one of their decisions. Now, 
I’ve only been here 4 months, but I can 
tell you, two-thirds majority is almost 
near impossible. 

So this is what we have to do: we 
have to educate and tell everybody and 
get the facts out to the American peo-
ple because, like the other gentleman 
from Arkansas said, after the 2012 
budget was passed, I, too, had a 
teletown hall and one of my first ques-
tions was from a caller in my district 
who was on Medicare and asked, Are 
you really getting rid of Medicare for 
me because I rely on it. That’s when I 
had to tell her the facts that, no, abso-
lutely not. Those who are in or near re-
tirement, their benefits will not change 
because they have planned for those 
benefits to be there. However, we are 
going to save Medicare from the implo-
sion that will occur if we do nothing 
because in 9 years, 9 short years, Medi-
care will be bankrupt and the 2012 
budget that the House Republicans 
passed will save Medicare bankruptcy, 
put us on strong fiscal footing going 
forward, and return America’s pros-
perity to future generations. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 

you so much to the gentleman from Ar-
izona. I appreciate you making those 
clear points. 

I want to go to the gentleman from 
Indiana who has risen. 

Mr. ROKITA. Thank you. I want to 
thank the gentleman from Arkansas. I 
want to associate my comments with 
the ones just made by the gentleman 
from Arizona. They’re excellent. I 
think they accurately stated, along 
with the other gentleman from Arkan-
sas, why we’re here as new Members: to 
grow this economy, make this in the 
21st century the best place on Earth to 
grow a family, to grow jobs, to grow a 
business. 

b 1800 
But you can’t have that discussion if 

we’re also not going to talk about how 
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big this government is, how much big-
ger it’s going to get and who has to pay 
for it. The ‘‘who has to pay for it,’’ my 
good friend, is not necessarily us. It’s 
our kids and our grandkids who are 
simply going to be left with the tab so 
that some of us can have more on our 
plates now. These were reckless prom-
ises made by politicians who came be-
fore us on this very floor, on that other 
floor and all around this town. The 
simple fact of the matter is they can’t 
possibly be paid for. 

What I’d like to do, as I continue to 
work with you on the floor tonight and 
rise again a little bit later, is, as a 
member of the Budget Committee, sim-
ply put on the floor some facts and fig-
ures so that we understand where we 
are as we go about talking of solutions. 

We are $14 trillion, rounding, in debt 
right now—this hour, this day. If you 
look out into the future and you see 
our new red menace, the tidal wave of 
debt that is about to come crashing 
down on us, the total bill is nearly $100 
trillion. The total cost year over year 
of waiting, of kicking that can down 
the road, as we’ve heard tonight, a road 
that’s quickly coming to an end, is 
over $12 trillion. It’s more expensive. 
Let’s break it down, because I will be 
the first to admit on the floor of the 
House here tonight, sir, that I can’t 
count to $1 trillion. I can’t count that 
high. I can’t comprehend what $1 tril-
lion means, not to mention $14 trillion, 
not to mention $100 trillion. 

$1 trillion is one thousand billion. $1 
billion is one thousand million. Well 
now, maybe we’re getting somewhere 
in breaking it down. 

Let’s break it down by hour. In the 
hour we’re spending in talking with the 
American people about this serious 
problem, this country will borrow in 
this hour over $170 million—just in this 
hour. For every dollar this Federal 
Government spends, we are borrowing 
42 cents of it. 

Let’s put it in terms of days. We’ve 
heard about Tax Day, that day every 
year when we find that Americans can 
finally keep what they earn, keep their 
own property and start working for 
themselves; but we also have a Debt 
Day now. Debt Day this year is July 27. 
Every day this Federal Government op-
erates on and after July 27 it is oper-
ating on borrowed money. 

Let’s put it in terms of speed. Let’s 
say we’re driving down a highway and 
our historical debt is a car. It would be 
going down that highway at historical 
speeds of 65 miles an hour, and that’s 
probably bad enough if the car is debt, 
but it has gotten a lot worse recently. 
Let’s say there is another car coming 
up in our rear view mirror and that we 
look and it’s coming up fast. Maybe the 
license plate reads—but we may not be 
able to read it—‘‘hope and change,’’ 
and it’s coming up and it zooms right 
by us. How fast, sir, do we think that 
car had been going if the debt car that 
we’d historically been riding in had al-
ready been going 65 miles an hour? 
Would it be 70? 100? No. That car that 

just passed us by, that new debt car 
that we’re currently spending on, is 
going over 7,000 miles an hour. 

That’s the challenge we’re up 
against, and the only help that we’ve 
gotten from the other side in tackling 
this challenge is name-calling and 
demagoguery. It’s old tactics. Yet I’m 
hopeful, sir. I’m hopeful because, every 
day that we get to talk about this and 
every day over the last couple of years 
that we’ve gotten to talk about this, 
we are educating our fellow citizens 
more. We are doing a great job. We are 
winning the argument. I think, at this 
time, we are ready to tackle this debt 
problem if we talk honestly and di-
rectly with the American people. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you for that. Thank you to the gen-
tleman from Indiana. 

I think the point that you’re making 
is that we first have to identify the 
problem, and the problem is a spending 
problem. We don’t have a revenue prob-
lem. We have a spending problem. We 
are spending too much money. We have 
made promises that the government 
can’t keep. Saying that we just need 
more revenue is like a gambler who’s 
sitting at a slot machine, saying, ‘‘I 
don’t have a gambling problem. I just 
don’t have enough money.’’ We have a 
spending problem, folks, and that’s 
why we have to talk about all of the 
different programs, and I have been one 
who has been willing to say we’ve got 
to look at everything at a time like 
this. 

I want to yield to my friend from Illi-
nois, but before I do, I want to point 
one thing out. You mentioned dema-
goguery. We’re trying to responsibly 
address the spending problem in all 
parts of the budget, including Medi-
care, so I just want to run through a 
couple of attacks, a couple of misrepre-
sentations that I’ve been hearing. Then 
I’d like to hear from my colleague from 
Illinois, but let me point this out. 

The first thing that I heard was that 
our plan in the House is a voucher pro-
gram, that premium support, which is 
the core of our Medicare reform for 
those under 55. For those 55 and over, 
there are no changes, but premium sup-
port is the core of those under 55. I 
stood here on the floor, and I said, This 
is a program much like the one Mem-
bers of Congress have, much like the 
ones that Federal employees have. The 
gentleman from the other side of the 
aisle said, It’s a voucher plan. 

Is it or is it not? It’s not a voucher 
plan, but you don’t have to take my 
word for it. 

What’s interesting is that, back in 
1999, President Clinton recognized that 
we had a Medicare problem, a spending 
problem within Medicare. So what did 
President Clinton do? He appointed a 
Medicare commission. Who led that 
commission? One of the co-chairs was a 
Democrat Senator from Louisiana, 
John Breaux. John Breaux was an ad-
vocate for something called ‘‘premium 
support.’’ 

So the plan that we’re advocating, 
that we’ve passed in the House, was not 

created by a few in a back room last 
week or a couple of months ago. It’s 
based on something that the Clinton 
Medicare commission discussed in 1999. 
I just want to point this out. 

This is an excerpt from an op-ed writ-
ten by Senator Breaux. He says, ‘‘What 
exactly is a ‘premium support model,’ 
and what does my particular version 
do? ‘Premium support’ means the gov-
ernment would literally support or pay 
part of the premium for a defined core 
package of Medicare benefits.’’ 

Look at this. This is the Democrat 
Senator, Clinton’s co-chair of the 
Medicare commission. In 1999, he says, 
‘‘This is not a voucher program but an 
alternative to the current system. My 
plan combines the best that the private 
sector has to offer with the govern-
ment protections we need to maintain 
the social safety net.’’ 

It’s pretty clear it’s not a voucher 
program. No matter what you’ve heard, 
it’s not a voucher program. I’ve said re-
peatedly that it’s the type of plan that 
we have, and others have said, no, 
that’s not true. Well, Senator Breaux 
thinks it’s true. He says, ‘‘I’ve proposed 
a premium support Medicare plan, 
modeled after the health care plan, 
serving nearly 10 million Federal work-
ers, retirees and their families.’’ So 
there is a lot of misinformation out 
there, and I ask folks to get the facts. 

I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. I thank the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and I thank my col-
leagues for coming down this evening 
to have this important discussion 
about the direction of our Nation. 

I can tell you I’ve had an opportunity 
to talk to a number of Congressmen, 
several of them in the freshman class 
and who come from different back-
grounds. By ‘‘different backgrounds,’’ I 
mean that they don’t come from the 
traditional political realm. They come 
from business: those who have met a 
budget, who have met a payroll and 
who have created jobs. 

b 1810 

There’s no question that some of the 
big issues that we face today are about 
jobs and the economy. How do we 
jump-start the economy? How do we 
create more jobs? I think that cer-
tainly the Federal Government is going 
to play a role, and the role the Federal 
Government can play is to create an 
environment that allows the private 
sector to grow and to thrive. 

We have heard tonight about our 
debt and our deficit. The deficit that 
we face right now is significant. We’re 
doing about $1.5 trillion in deficit 
spending. The gentleman from Indiana 
talked about our debt and how fast 
we’re mounting this debt. When I talk 
in my town hall meetings and I ask 
people does anybody have any idea 
what $1.5 trillion really means, I tell 
them that my daughter, who is 9, she 
knows what 1.5 is. She says it’s a little 
bit more than one and not quite two. 
And I say, You know what, Harper? 
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That’s exactly right. But when we say 
$1.5 trillion, it works out to be about 
$3.4 million a minute. Another way to 
look at it is $58,000 a second. We can’t 
even say it fast enough. $58,000 a second 
is what we’re spending in deficit spend-
ing right now. 

Now, the chart that was up just a lit-
tle bit before talked about the pie and 
what we were spending. The big thing 
that we’re looking at in terms of the 
discretionary spending, our discre-
tionary spending went up 84 percent 
over the last 2 years, 84 percent. Now, 
I know household incomes across my 
district and across America did not go 
up 84 percent, but let’s be fair. A sig-
nificant portion of that was the stim-
ulus package. So if we strip out the 
stimulus and say that we’re not even 
going to include that, discretionary 
spending over the last 2 years went up 
24 percent. That’s still a heck of a lot 
more than families that have tightened 
their belts all across America have 
dealt with over the last several years. 

There is no question; we have a 
spending problem in Washington. We’ve 
had a spending problem in Washington 
for a long time on both sides of the 
aisle. And I’m here to say that we are 
prepared to say things have to change. 
I’m not here pointing my finger in any 
direction, but saying I know that my 
colleagues and I on both sides of the 
aisle are prepared to roll up our sleeves 
and get something done. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Would the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOLD. I absolutely will yield. 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Would you 

agree with me that there is no way to 
address the debt issue without entitle-
ment reform, and that entitlement re-
form must include Medicare? 

Mr. DOLD. There is no question in 
my mind. But the big issues that we 
face at this point in time have to be 
dealing with the mandatory spending, 
of which entitlement reform—and I had 
a town hall meeting just this weekend 
where somebody said that he doesn’t 
like the idea of calling it an ‘‘entitle-
ment,’’ seeing that he’s paid into a sys-
tem all of his life. He likes to, prefers 
to call it ‘‘earned benefits.’’ 

The long and the short of it is that 
the mandatory spending that’s going 
on needs to be addressed. What we’ve 
done in this budget is try to address 
what’s going on in terms of the manda-
tory spending. There is no question 
that it’s going to spiral out of control. 
It’s growing at a rate of 7.2 percent 
each year. It’s growing by leaps and 
bounds and will eventually take over 
the entire Federal budget. 

So we have to talk about Medicare. 
We talk about saving Medicare, which 
is critically important. In Lake Coun-
ty, part of my district, trying to find a 
physician that’s willing to take addi-
tional Medicare patients is very dif-
ficult to find. The Mayo Clinic in Ari-
zona is recently saying that they’re not 
taking any more Medicare patients. 
This, to me, is alarming. 

What we need to be doing today is 
trying to come together to have a fact- 

based conversation with the American 
public so that we can solve the big 
issues of our time. I’m fearful that I 
may be the first generation of Ameri-
cans that leaves our country worse 
than the one I received from my par-
ents and grandparents; and that, to me, 
is absolutely unacceptable. 

We have to talk about how do we 
grow revenues. We’re going to grow 
revenues on the backs of the private 
sector. We have to address the manda-
tory spending that’s going on here in 
Washington. 

And everything must be on the table. 
That means that defense has to be on 
the table. It means that agriculture 
has to be on the table, every single de-
partment. But what we do need is we 
do need to have a willing partner on 
the other side of the aisle that is will-
ing to come to the table and have this 
discussion about what it is that we 
need to do to put ourselves on the right 
course. 

We know that the attack ads have 
come in. They’re saying that Medicare 
as we know it is going to end. Well, 
that’s true. It’s going to end because 
it’s going to go bankrupt if we do noth-
ing in 9 years. I believe that we have to 
strengthen Medicare for future genera-
tions. 

The plan that’s been put in place 
says to those seniors, those that have 
paid into the system for years and 
years, that we must keep our promises. 
So for those 55 and older, there are no 
changes. For those 54 and younger, 
many of them don’t even believe that 
there is going to be a social safety net 
for them. I believe that we have to 
strengthen it. We have to strengthen it 
so that it is there for future genera-
tions. 

So what we want to do today is make 
sure that we are coming to the table to 
have a fact-based conversation about 
the problems that we face. And I know 
that we have to have that serious con-
versation now. I came to Congress to 
be part of a solution. 

The other night, I was tucking my 9- 
year-old into bed and she asked me 
quite simply, Why are you not here 
during the week, Daddy? And I had to 
tell her, It’s because I am trying to 
make the country a better place for 
you and your brothers and sisters. She 
said, Is it working? I said, I certainly 
hope so. We’re going to do everything 
we can to make sure that the next gen-
eration has a better and stronger 
America than the one that you and I 
know today. 

So it is time for us to have this con-
versation. It is time for us to step up. 
And I certainly want to thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas for putting this 
time together. I look forward to com-
ing back up again and having some 
more conversations about it. But the 
time is now. We cannot wait any 
longer. 

Certainly taking time away from my 
business, from the employees and other 
family members, and one of the reasons 
that I decided to run—and I see my 

other colleague over here, a small busi-
ness owner, one of the reasons he de-
cided to run as well—is that the Fed-
eral Government was making it harder 
and harder for me to put the key in the 
door and open up my business each and 
every day. That’s not what we want to 
do. They should be making it easier for 
us to put the key in the door. They 
should be making it easier to be able to 
provide benefits to those people with 
whom we work. 

So with that, I appreciate the gen-
tleman for the time. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I just 
want to point out that the gentleman 
from Illinois mentioned some of the 
nonsense, some of the attacks that the 
other side has been making on those of 
us who are trying to save Medicare and 
responsibly deal with the budget. The 
Union Leader newspaper took a look at 
some of the attacks and said, ‘‘Ending 
Medicare’’—the idea that we’re trying 
to end it—‘‘is a big scary lie.’’ And 
PolitiFact, which is a Web site that 
takes a look at political attacks—it de-
termines how much validity there is— 
it gave our colleagues on the other 
side, it gave their attacks the ‘‘pants 
on fire’’ rating—as in, ‘‘liar, liar, pants 
on fire’’—on their Truth-O-Meter. So 
there’s a lot of misinformation out 
there. 

I would like to now yield to my col-
league from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLY. I appreciate that. 
To my friend from Arkansas and the 

rest of my colleagues that are here to-
night, I have to tell you, it’s only been 
about 4 months since we all came here, 
and I think we all came for the right 
reason. We came for a cause and not a 
career. 

I have got to tell you, the reason I 
am here tonight is because I had a tele-
phone town hall today, and the folks 
that called me were seniors. The dis-
turbing part about the conversations 
were that the most vulnerable folks 
out there, the people who lived within 
their means for the longest, made the 
most sacrifices, did the most to keep 
the promise that America holds for all 
of us, are the ones that are being at-
tacked now. And they are not being at-
tacked with facts; they are being at-
tacked with fear. 

I have friends who are Democrats, 
but I would ask them to please, if you 
can’t confuse them, then try to con-
vince them. If you don’t have the right 
facts, then quit using fear. And if 
they’re going to use fear to make these 
people not able to sleep at night, to 
make it uncomfortable for them to lay 
their head on the pillow at night, the 
same people that have done so much to 
make the country great, if you are 
going to continue to lie to them and 
tell them, Those Republicans are going 
to take away your health care; they’re 
going to take away Medicare; they are 
going to take away Medicaid; they’re 
going to ruin Social Security for you, 
please, please, play by the rules. Play 
by the rules. Do what’s right. Do 
what’s right for America. 
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This is not about Republicans. This 

is not about Democrats. This is about 
Americans. And this is especially about 
seniors. I am one right now. My birth-
day was just the other day. I am 63 
years old. I don’t think of myself as a 
senior. But you know what? The folks 
that I see after church on Sunday and 
who I have coffee with, they are sen-
iors. They are in their seventies and 
they are in their eighties, and to have 
to sit there with them and tell them, 
We are not taking away your Medicare. 
We’re the only ones that have a plan to 
save it. 

b 1820 

We are not taking away your Social 
Security. We’re the only ones that 
have a plan to make sure it’s safe. If we 
can’t be honest, if we can’t look each 
other in the eye and say that we are 
here to fix it, that we are here to make 
America have the stability that it once 
had; if we can not tell our seniors, it’s 
okay folks, we’re not going to take 
anything from you, we’re going to 
work together to get it fixed—and this 
is the thing that bothers me. After lis-
tening to those folks today on the 
phone, I am convinced that there is 
something seriously wrong within this 
House. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. I will yield. 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. You 

know, you hit a point that seniors are 
thinking about. They’re thinking that 
they’re on a fixed income. They’re 
looking at rising prices, whether it’s at 
the gas pump—we talked today about 
solving American energy issues, but 
they’re thinking about the rising com-
modity prices. 

I brought with me a bank note, this 
is an official currency note from the 
Bank of Zimbabwe. If you look at it, 
and I know it’s going to be difficult, 
but it’s a $100 trillion bank note. A 
Wall Street Journal article said, How 
to turn $100 trillion into $5 and feel 
good about it. It’s worth about $5 on 
eBay. They quit printing them in 2009. 

It drives home the point that the 
policies of this administration are in-
creasing the cost of commodities, the 
cost of fuel, devaluing our currency, 
and that applies to health care as well. 

Seniors are concerned. They’ve got 
every right to be concerned. One thing 
about the Republican budget, and one 
thing that the gentleman from Arkan-
sas is trying to point out, that we’re 
trying to solve the problems of this Na-
tion here in this body. This Republican 
freshman class is taking the bull by 
the horns to bring home the issue to 
the American people and let them 
know we’re trying to solve these prob-
lems. So I commend him. 

Mr. KELLY. I appreciate that. If I 
may, and I’m going to wrap up. We 
came here for a cause. We did not come 
here for a career. And if you cannot 
win the debate by using facts, and if 
you have to use fear, then shame on 
you. Shame on you. Go home. Go 

home. If you don’t want to fix it, if you 
don’t want to play by the rules, if you 
don’t want to make America sleep safe-
ly again and sleep soundly, then go 
home. 

There is a level of fairness that needs 
to be played by. And I will tell you 
this, I have never in my life been sub-
jected and have watched seniors been 
put through so much, and it’s not nec-
essary. 

If it’s about your party, and if it’s 
about trying to convince them, then 
doggone it, you’re using the wrong 
message. Let’s make sure that we fix it 
for the future, because it’s there for 
our seniors, and it’s there for our chil-
dren. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you very much for that. 

I now yield to the lady from New 
York. 

Ms. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend my colleagues from 
South Carolina and from Arkansas for 
putting together this hour, which is of 
so much value. 

I am here as a physician who’s also a 
Member of Congress. I’ve had the privi-
lege of taking care of elderly patients 
for 16 years in private practice and in 
hospital settings, and I have two par-
ents whom I cherish who have been 
Medicare recipients for many years. 

And the facts of the case, as our col-
league from Pennsylvania has aptly 
pointed out, we have to go by the facts 
of the case. And as a doctor, that’s 
what we always did, and approach 
them with compassion and sensitivity 
to be sure. 

But the facts of the case are that we 
currently have roughly 10,000 Ameri-
cans, baby boomers, now entering 
Medicare eligibility every day. On av-
erage, each of them will have contrib-
uted approximately $110,000 in payroll 
taxes over their lifetimes, and that’s a 
lot of money. There’s no question. But, 
Medicare will spend, on average, it’s 
projected, approximately $330,000 on 
their care. As all of us can tell, unfor-
tunately, that’s not something that we 
can sustain. That’s not something that 
our children and our grandchildren will 
be able to pay for. That is what is 
threatening the future for everyone, in-
cluding our seniors and including all of 
us who will be senior citizens, Good 
Lord willing, by and by. 

We know that in the Affordable Care 
Act measures were taken to control 
the cost of Medicare. One of the meas-
ures, in fact, took funding away from 
Medicare, roughly half a trillion dol-
lars. So we know we need to do some-
thing about it. 

The way the Affordable Care Act ap-
proaches it is to have the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board, or IPAB, 
which is a board of bureaucrats that’s 
going to decide how money is spent on 
our seniors’ care. I, as a doctor, and as 
a daughter, would much prefer to see 
us have that choice. That’s why pre-
mium support makes sense. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE 

Mr. MCKEON (during the Special 
Order of Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas), 
from the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–77) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 208) directing the Secretary of De-
fense to transmit to the House of Rep-
resentatives copies of any document, 
record, memo, correspondence, or other 
communication of the Department of 
Defense, or any portion of such com-
munication, that refers or relates to 
any consultation with Congress regard-
ing Operation Odyssey Dawn or mili-
tary actions in or against Libya, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

THE ECONOMY AND THE 
STABILITY OF THE MIDDLE CLASS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. TONKO) is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, the oppor-
tunity this evening for the Democratic 
Caucus in the House to address this 
budget and to go forward with a discus-
sion on our stand on the issues and so-
lutions that we’re proposing is an im-
portant opportunity for us to be able to 
dialogue here amongst each other on 
the House floor and also to share that 
messaging with the viewing public. 

Certainly, the general public out 
there is watching many of these pro-
posals. They are concerned about the 
stability of the middle class. They’re 
concerned about the economy, con-
cerned about job creation. 

We are now well into the 112th ses-
sion of Congress. We watch as many 
weeks and months have passed without 
one single measure that would increase 
jobs in this country coming before the 
House. Nothing that deals with the 
economy, nothing that deals with the 
retention of jobs or the job creation 
situation has been produced here as 
legislation and voted upon on the 
House floor, a rather dismal track 
record when the clarion call, the mes-
sage that resonated from the voting 
booth to these Halls of Congress on the 
Hill in Washington was very clear: 
Start growing the economy, stop 
shrinking the middle class, and people 
are concerned about the opportunities 
that will be passed by. As we walk 
through these very difficult times, it is 
about job creation and retention. 

There’s also a concern that there has 
been this very strong attempt to make 
the comfortable even more comfortable 
with the new Republican majority in 
the House. And we’ll talk about that. 
Let’s talk about it. 

We have a situation where people will 
allow for corporate loopholes that cost 
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